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Rehabilitation Department, Nakornping Hospital

Objective: To study the effect of combined traditional physical therapy and
neuromuscular electrical stimulation (NMES) on abdominal muscles on pain,
disability and sit-to-stand performance in patients with lumbar spondylosis.

Method: The one-group pretest-posttest design was used in the lumbar
spondylosis outpatients who were consulted by physician to the Physical therapy
section, Rehabilitation medicine department, Nakornping Hospital between 1st
December 2019 - 15th February 2021. The traditional physical therapy in
combination with NMES, frequency 50Hz and surge mode, was applied at
transversus abdominis 10 minute/time, 2 times/week for 5 weeks or when the pain
level was decreased to 2. The treatment effect was assessed with the face pain
assessment scale, 5STST and Thai version ODI. The data was analyzed using
dependent t-test and Wilcoxon signed-rank test.

Result: Thirty-three volunteers participated in the study with the mean (SD)
of the visits of treatment were 7.1 (1.75). The median (IQR) of the pain score before-
intervention were 5 (2) and after-intervention were 2 (0), the mean (SD) of the ODI
score before-intervention were 43.5 (11.89) and after-intervention were 13.3 (8.04)
and the mean (SD) of the 5STST time before-intervention were 11.95 s (6.70) and
after-intervention were 8.50 s (2.47), which were decreased 63.3%, 68.6% and 23.8%
respectively with statistically significant (p<0.001).

Conclusion: The combined traditional physical therapy and NMES at
abdominal muscle could reduce pain and ODI score and improve the sit-to-stand
ability significantly. However, the randomized control trial and long-term effect
study should be used in the future.

Keywords: Lumbar spondylosis, Neuromuscular Electrical Stimulation (NMES),

Core stabilizers, Experimental study

Contact:

Boonrung Ariyachaikul, Rehabilitation Department, Nakornping Hospital

Email: rung.ariya@gmail.com

MFATIFINYIVIAUATIA o TN olb 2TUN @ 188



The effects of neuromuscular electrical stimulation on abdominal muscles in patients

with lumbar spondylosis

unin

Tsansygndundedauteatiey
(lumbar spondylosis) iulsaiinuldueslu
Aufiiiony a0 BuluTnsiamelungutigeony
" fthesindiennsuanndsdauans (low back
pain) 819891N151103198907 81015 3D
gouuswandunioTinde’ en1stannds
41181998310 AN19Y1ANTIN (activity
limitation) wazAainIUsLI1IU (activity of
daily living, ADL) flaaunn@inanas vinlu
PIM9U LLasLﬁﬂﬂﬂigmLﬁﬂmﬂﬂLﬂﬁHﬁﬁ%3 13m
ﬂss@ﬂﬁumﬁnﬁauLaaL?‘iamﬂumﬁﬂuiﬁﬂ
svuunanniie salaseine waziledauasui

v

fgeunFuusnisnnludududug 9IS
IndufUnTEUIsuBNAUNGUANNANT
Uiy 10 duAULINNIUTEINA 8nLIU
nyamnasuas Tl w.e. 2560, 2561, uag
2562 WU31 15ASTUUNAIULEe 5aulAT9919
4’1‘/ = a a Y L% Il
wazitledaiasy ddnsgUleuaninogly
o o oA o o 4 A a
JUAUN 5, 4 way 4 Muasu  LenaIsan
= U LY = 1 =
wNIzlnNAMte Lasdaineslud Tud
W.A. 2560, 2561, way 2562 wuil ngulse
fand1n d8ns1gUlrsuenuinningnsing

'
a

Useinalutifiediu wazdneglududuigs
A (Susut 3)° 10l e 2562 WesTiien
U%mmﬁﬂqauaﬂiimswﬂﬁwmﬁa 2lAse
$19 waztfefaasy ludwmiadodml &
d1u7ugedie 938,077 519 Andudnsn
576.16 %o Usz¥ns 1,000 AL LWARGINU
wnneUszana 2 wih° uugiguen
ﬁﬁLLmIﬁuqaﬁuﬁﬂswum'amismwuaq
Tsanerurannszduluiiud deyaadfves
NRNIIUENTAIANTHATUNUIULATINS
Tsangnurauasined Tuseninsleudseuna

2560 - 2562 wuiilgieusnlsansegndu
wddruendeunnfuusnissiuiu 1,362
318, 2,139 978 kAL 2,799 18 MUY
FUauilda90gide 60.23 - 65.03 T tna
WPanndng 3 - 4 wi aziuldangae
Tsansggndundsdiutentdonduusli
\intuegradiuléda demasdonisdsuIne
Aeamdaluusinaiiundu Tnewuin
senI19UsuUTENIU 2560 - 2562 Hn19d4
UTnwIale 836 518, 737 918 Wag 955 91y
AINAIU

TsAnszgndundadiutondon in
9nn19idenvenuouTeInTEgndUNds
(disc degeneration) Udasnsegndunas o
sie facets) wazldunszgndunds seAuAIy
Lﬁammﬁﬁummmqﬁﬁﬁf nsidexens
wiadu 3 svez’ szeefl 1 dysfunction
stage Suifinnsinvinaes annulus fibrosus
Ar1uansalun1sdutives nucleus
pulposus  anad Builnisidenvestens
facet srewd 2 Instability stage i
internal disc disruption MisausBINTEANTU
vdaGuguia n1sideuvesdesio facet 1N
oy Gﬁaﬁaﬂss@ﬂé’wé’ﬂﬁﬁum (instability)
Wag intervertebral foramen fAuuAuNA
JoasnUsvam sesil 3 re-stabilization

phase \inn1sas1edunsegnaen (spur) Lay

A voow

WoNUYaNUIAY FINAUNITAINNTUAININ

q
v
I3 '

YU U intervertebral foramen wag spinal
canal  wAvnnTu luszezusn gUaelse
nszgnduvaudeuindeinisuianaeniy
AU (axial back pain) Aeu181N15UINILNT
AINNTULTY bazt3uTeIN15UINT1I890190
a a v
sinUszamignnailen luszevgaiing

Journal of Nakornping Hospital 2021 Vol.12 No.1

189



HAUDINIINTEAUTEULUSEAmINA U lamenseualnii (NMES) Ushanauilontivios

Tugthelsanszgndundsdiuenden

21N5UIAMUBNUILANAT kABIN15UINSTD
é’ U U = % 4"1 o
awazandu JUiedindennistianaasess
(chronic low back pain) tu¢) me9 wagdl
91n15UInRsuNduLiloUlevinfans sy
X A v o 2,7 v A
91n15Avwilelawn " fUleniieinisuin
o 4’1" U = 2 dgl v vV .
MA9LI0599TUNA UL U NUINBY (abdominal
< v | vav i a
muscle) W sepeningnlifiennistin &
v v 8
AUAINITAIUNISNTIHINENTT WAl
a o 9 | Y] 4
ANATINAINTT N158BULTIVBINAALD
wihveufgItesiunsaidennua1unse
YaInanutdawnunandaida (core
stabilizers)  lawA nd1usile transversus
abdominis wagnanaile multifidus Tunns
§ 10
AIuAuNIsiAfeuln  wagn1sAIuAY
) 11 o o
lumpbopelvic rhythm ™ lsAnszandunas
Y
druLedaudinsenuaeni1sinnainsg
UsgTunaganuaIunsalun1svinmininng
A1 (physical performance) lauA n1snse
o a 12 P a
7 NISIAY kaEN1saNEY  laglaniveg19es
A =2 @ A a |
n1sandudsdunisiadoulniuiouiian
Hilugbunazdoanisnisiadeulmlunisee
nsganduvasaiuteon (lumbar
. - 13
flexion mobility)
mamwﬂﬂﬂ’mLﬁuLLuawNﬂﬁ@LLa
Snwgthelsanseandundsdiuendeulag
a ~ a <
T runeiioanUin WNANULYILTIVD
AUV D AETAT wWUENISNTIVING
P o ) 2 8 A
WinNgay Wweadeenunisnavundug Wy
an1nnsedaulmwarn1syinutninianng
WelvigUrenduluvinAatnsusedniula
Y a a dl 9,11 o v
IndlAgssniuniian  n1sshwgelse
nszandundediuieodidounieisnng
AMeamirUandeuldiuunfanonnauda
Yaguul laun n1ssnerdieainudou n1s

nszdusenszualiiin nsldrdunieidss
nsvfulndeudesionssgndunds n1smands
(lumbar traction) n1sWUzUIIIMIgIUY
FnUszsiu wasniseenidineuuuiialy
(general exercise) 35n15819AUB19UULAI
Hunssnwuuusada (traditional) AGTR
Huund Adndunisandan wazvianis
A HE PRI B ERE IR (RS
AIswRILILLINILieESuassauTuag
suaaﬁifaﬁiaLﬁ@iﬁ;ﬁﬂaEJISﬂﬂis@ﬂé’wﬁaﬁau
Lml,?%aummmmuqumsm?{aulmlﬁaﬂw
Husvansanlusvezendadudseiauin
N8 N15IATITRD AU (meta-analysis)
wuin1seensidinieiierfiuanudunaa
a111508aU2ALaEANNUNNTDIIUNITYIN

9

Mmﬂu;ﬁﬂmmwﬁqﬁ%a%’aié’ﬁﬂdﬂmsaaﬂ
f&snewuuialy (general exercise) ae14
fifoddny " wwlftAmenddndmiugiae
Uianddiuanauanaanguatiuayusea
u1n (strong evidence)
wazwuziog 1999 (grade A
recommendation) Tlgn1sa9niaine
diewfiuarusiuag (stabilization  exercise
%30 core stability exercise) #18n15HN

v dy o @ Y aa
nmmummuﬂmqmmﬂu@m g913181115U70

3 v
weianbu

wEuuAudsundunasiies
tagiunseenfdanieiiieiinninusiuag
Imﬁlﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂmﬁa transversus abdominis Lém
Lﬂuﬁﬁaﬂﬂuéﬂaaﬂawé’aga%’a15 woig Ul
AgaeniulURegragnaessiegunsal
Uaunaudaniwaiuussau (pressure
biofeedback)® ﬁaﬁmﬁﬁ'mﬁwmsﬂixﬁu
syuuUsvamndnuiiedronsyualldin

(neuromuscular electrical muscle

MFESSINYIVAUATIA b&oe UT ob 2UUN o

190



The effects of neuromuscular electrical stimulation on abdominal muscles in patients

with lumbar spondylosis

stimulation, NMES) anlalun1sinwy n1s
nszfuszUUUsTamndaniodaslnii u
ﬂé'mmfa transversus abdominis  dnlY
AF¥WE transcutaneous electrical nerve
stimulation (TENS) wuuwae (biphasic)
JagULuUNIsNIEAUKUUNEGY (burst mode)
1 3undt’ ™ ns@nwnluauguaiminuin
AR Pt ol (reference point, R) Lagin
nseeU (stimulating point, S) Tufumianig
mednafisimey wasnsldanud 50 Hz
I fiLAUNUIYDINALE e transversus

v ' P a a 19,21
laagnefiusz@nsaan

abdominis
MIANYINALREUNAU (acute effect) v89
nsnsedussuulszamnaiedliin
Iuﬁjﬂw lumbar degenerative kyphosis

=

WU ﬂé”lm‘ﬁa transversus abdominis &
mnwmLﬁwﬁuaéwﬁﬁaﬁwﬁmmaaﬁa18
NsAnwINaTEeze1l (long term  effect)
vaan1InseduszuLUszamnduiods
Trfln uSirmndauiile transversus
abdominis Tuﬁgﬂm&gﬁlﬁaﬂﬁﬂ (inactive
elderly) wuin Tunguiinszdulin faanlu
n1sgniuanas wazdadnumsilunisiiu
Wiy aehadidod1fynieada’ a1nnas
NUNITUITIUNTIND AU WU NISANYINE
vean1InszduszuuUszamnduiode
Ti#1uSisandruiie transversus
abdomins nszvinlunguitaeuiamdsdilal
M1 (non-specific low back pain) Wka
&y lumbar degenerative kyphosis wagd
Lifinns@nwlugvaedanvdsdifanngain
mwmz@ﬂé’wﬁuﬁau ALdlLsnsAneINa
swpveMveInIanIERundmiile multifidus

Anuinaunsaano1n1sin ANUnnTesly

AT LagtiuANNEINTalUN15YIn
v A 24,25
PNN19NNY
a A caa
NUSUNVBILSINGIVIAUATAIATIE
wualdunugUlelsnanszandundediuier
A a X o & Y a o Py
VUL ANTY snduazfaalinisAnwifiand
FBnsSnwmenenninianduseansain
WiDYILANTLHLLIAINITINEILATNITEUD
PUILUSNI5 Usenauduion1ssneinig
Argarndrvalulsaneruiauasnenly
Jaguidslyanunsatniseanidinieiive
dinanudunsvesdasdensegndunaanlyly
n1ssneUszdriuldedinduil n1snszeu
sguvysvarmnaruiienalnidnieena
W ldundgymigdieniionnisuannes
Aana1 wavsemandilidnisAinwiments
nszfunavresnisnszaulnifinduile
transversus  abdominis  #9N1SNUNIUY
1950UN55UY9AY IT8TaduwiAndn wndl
nsfnwrinseddagdinisnsedussuy
Useammnaruilenlensewaliii unld
' o aa o o & P
FAvIsmeamurtadus lugdisdan
waaINlsANTENAUVAIEIUO TN Y
TnaulawnunanausS UM Na@ s
AIVANEIAIAIULDILATLTINTIULARYY
aunsnanulnkaralnuunnsaslunisvin
PN LAZANAIINAINITO YNV NTN
G 1
NaNense bl
T UsTHIAYaINITIY
InUsEaIANEN: LileAnYINaYeY
ANSSNYINEAIMNUNUALUUAIAN SIUAUANS
nsvAusgvudsraivnatuiionde
Aszwabnil SN U le Y 6
AMULUUIR AuUnngadlunisyinuting

Journal of Nakornping Hospital 2021 Vol.12 No.1

191



HAUDINIINTEAUTEULUSEAmINA U lamenseualnii (NMES) Ushanauilontivios

Tugthelsanszgndundsdiuenden

wazauamsatunisandu lugvlelsa
nszgnduvasdiuendon

IngUszaIATas: Wisuileuszau
Anudulan aitunisgniu wag Ay
unwgoslun1svinnddndl fou - wds n1s¥nw
AreAINY1ITALUUR LAY (traditional
treatment) SIuUN1INIEAUTTUUUTEAIN
néuiedonssualniin usnanduie
nivieslugUaglsanszandundediuies
Geu
s2108U53

Jumsfnwuuuimeass neu-nds
(before-after quasi-experimental design)
MsEnsnenmdaLUUSANTIL NS
nsrduszuvdszainndiuiionae
nszualia U%Lamﬂﬁwmﬁwﬁwﬁaﬂuﬁﬂm
Isﬂﬂsz@jﬂﬁwé’mwa'gfiau
UsTvInsuaznguaeeng

Usguns e Qﬂwuaﬂﬁlﬁumi
Aladelasuwnndindulsansegndundadu
LoLdeu wazunnddiusnuel 91u
neamsate ngusuarnssauy

Y '

l5aneuIauAsied nqudiegs fie fuae

1Yan NEUNUIINSARLERNeAL

nagin1sAnLEn
(1)e1g40-70Y
LINaiNNSANDEN
(1) flsauszdrdaidudoniuly
mssnwmenseualnin Taun lsauzise lsa
Aandefifinsinde ndefuuifininds
Iﬁﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁm{La'm'%laasdwﬂizﬁumilﬁwaa
#3l9 (pacemaker) Faulsavan Tulsansegn
dunda lsmaudn Tsagiauiuunnias
(2) nszgnduvdaguvideindou

(3) welasunisindansegndunas
ISR TVIN,

(@) fnz/lsedu Muguassese
NSINTINNSANYY WU ANAUlalingAy
140/90 1. Usen

(5) fi¥gyvmadnunisdoans 1wy
yuan LWuld viFeidurasiedailaitila
mwlng

(6) Urasn1sidnsiun1s@nen
naapsegtesdunvias 2 ade uidoag
Yon 10 ade lusvezanlsdiiu 5 dUadi

vuadegne dnalagldgas” n =
[(Zot ZgVEY iile n: vu1adaegn (sample
size), Zy: 1 Z e outssandi 1
(type | error) 71 0.05 = 1.960, Zg @1 Z i
AUARALARUUTANT 2 (type |l erron) i
02 = 0.842, E: Cohen’s effect size finviugli
Hunalnnan (0.5) azldaunesiedns 32 au

M MAaY

Usznauluse Msshwmenintivn
LUURLR FuAunsnseRusEuUlsTa
i edenszualiitn Tnednmenmidn
1Ay %aﬁﬂszaumizﬂuﬂﬁ%’ﬂmﬁﬂaEﬂsﬂ
ﬂssaﬂé’wé’qdamauﬁam A2EITN1TINYT
memmwinLUUS AL ¥ 5 Ussam uw 25
Y wazmglasuniseusunasiiusvaunisalng
nszfuszuuUsvamndundadelafinandy
wa1 4 U dnnenmindnanludesuisau
funodlawesdudlinnsdnyimndunou
suwesugiansUssdiussiuauuton
LaLNISYIUWUUEB U Lﬁdﬁﬁﬂwmmsaﬁw
IGsenuos lunsalfisnddodnuaseiu
1aile dnmeamiaandugeulsiils wagli

U

HUledennauLes

MFESSINYIVAUATIA b&oe UT ob 2UUN o

192



The effects of neuromuscular electrical stimulation on abdominal muscles in patients

with lumbar spondylosis

155 NEINILATNUIUALUUA LAY
Wumssnwunssguilinalunisaniinuas

apomangand e wermuaslivnaulisy
nsfnwitugruiafy 1iud nnsfav 5
Usznnisznouiu As (n) NsUszAvIounIy
unuUszAuTau (hydrocollator pack) 3nwise
fuanuseu 42 — 44 asrnwaled Ussaulu
1287 20 W17 USIBUNAIEIUAN douniy
rnusangUlsvarUszauTou Teglusyaugy
Uunans (1) M3AMas (lumbar traction) e
wp3eeiandalnili (electrical traction
machine) luvinueunng sedldndeingine
USuusedslaiiu 50% vastimidng nai
A4 (hold time) 30 37 LA WU (rest time)
10 ¥ szezialunsng 20 Wil Tuveshs
fUaesedlifionnisin (@) manseduliiian
U (electrical  stimulation for pain  relief)
fae nszualdi1duinesiiesuliea
(interferential  current) USuA1 uanng
(carrier frequency) 4 -8 KHz mmﬁﬂ’iséju
(beat frequency) WU 50Hz %38 100Hz
USUANMULTLBINTE LA 1ﬁ'§§ﬂmmsﬁ’umﬂ
nszualuszauurunas lonaisne 15 - 20
Wil MITNTFHUVU 2 channels v3e 4
channels @ flexible  rubber  electrode
ﬁaﬁuﬁmﬂmﬁw 1138 adhesive electrode 4
i nsHnmswitkasUdanaTnsuseiniu
Tnmenmitnazaeunsmswing fu uay
wou fuzay msldiiesasmeuidostu
21N15UIAVAIaEAAN1IN UVl U
R4 ANSUNVBY 184, (3) N1TOBNAIRINIY 1N
meunmiiavzaey msseniidsmeiieda

nautavaa

v 2 &I ;2
msnsgfuszuulsEEMMNAilanae
nsewalnia And uiile tansversus

abdominis Tenszualnin electrical  muscle
stimulation  (EMS) A3 50HZ $ngUuuy
NINTEAULUVUNGN TEELLIAINITNAG?
(contraction time or surge on) 2 I TN
Wn (relaxation time or surge off) 3 AN 429
ramp-up Lag ramp-down %98z 1.5 i
nszfundnuilovdwiosta 2 duq ay 1
channel usiag channel 2214 flexible rubber
electrode viovudenani1 2 42 mansdu
Inltusasdinu Sasumisnisnat e g9
20 iliac crest 1 @31, Tu mid-axillary line wag
Fansedu o dumls 2 au. wile anterior
superior iliac spine (ASIS) wax 2 @u. Auly
(medial) sl ASIS” USUANULSIURINITNTEAU
Tivedauunas Toaansedu 10 Wi

wesilefildlunsrunudeya
seauaMuAUUIn tnelidUaeusadiu
AULDY (selfrating) $8N1MTTIAAIAUUIN
nlunin (Face Pain  Assessment Scale,
FPAS)” wissedumnaniutm 10 ey, 0 Ao
Laiflonsuaniae wag 10 A fon1suanunn
fgaunmilailel uazszAvamudutanesiisy
Tunin LLammmﬁﬁmﬁummﬁme@mﬁ’u dle
AIdpazeSureyinandilauas agliUaeda
Aensysumnudutinasuuuauin
vanlumsgnBu 5 afe Ussduan
mimmaa“uqﬂﬁu 5 ﬂ%\‘i (5-times sit-to-stand
test, 55TST)™ Tnw () I¥iEdeiianis
wiin asuseun 43 wy W95 uRURy
naman, (1) a%uwﬁgﬂ’miﬁmwﬁa%umaumi
yadou fo fteasosniunnidnd aud

7159 wazadunualinuLALLANd 9axtuIni

Journal of Nakornping Hospital 2021 Vol.12 No.1

193



HAUDINIINTEAUTEULUSEAmINA U lamenseualnii (NMES) Ushanauilontivios

Tugthelsanszgndundsdiuenden

dufa 1 adt warliitheanduliaiian 5
ﬂ%y’q, (A) WigUrenaaein 1- 2 sou Wile
asrapnuAuiay laeluinsenineseu
Uszana 30 — 60 U, () Lﬁa@’ilww%u
fAdvazeanddsliftagniu 5 afs i
fian, (@) §idedufunaniletusnainiiid
waznduintinsy 5 A%t ewniinidunan
ANUarden 0.01 Jud Juiinua, (@) 1%
gnanaiasin 2 undl udausuiilnadnseu
Tdanfiosiign

LUUsdUnId Oswestry  Disability
Index (ODI) version 1.0 atunelneg
dwFufUaeuaands” Usznevlddede
AU 10 79 Tk ANUTULSIUEeINITUIN
nsauaseduiInyszdniu n1senves s
W n1stie N3P nnsuew nsTmeduius
MIANFIPL MSAUNN Uragdell 6 Fuden
FeadruatazLLuen 0 — 5 Taedl 0 fie v
Aanssuulsllgnaund vielifinnuunnses
Tunsviwid 5 e femuunnsedunmsi
wihfiannilan s ODI score v3e¥ovazues
anuunnsadlunsyiuiig (% disability) 90
405 ODI  score = (PzwuUsITIVLE Ay
samedeiineu) x 100 wanaldsai; o -
20% HAMNUANTDIUOY (Minimal  disability)
91MstanEIsUNILTIAUsEI1 T ulsiquuss,
20% - 40% HAIINUANIIUTUNAN
(moderate disability) @1n19U3a5UNIU
FinUszdniu Aeensnsinwiuveaning,
40% -  60% ﬁﬂ’nMUﬂWiadquLLN (severe
disability) $iasnsmsmsafadeiiuiugann
3y, 61% - 80% #n15 (housebound) 81115
Uansumunsiddiannuwiys fean1snssn,
81% - 100% fhefnifios vievduindelin

14/l§ OD1 version 1.0 atunwilveiilen
content validity windu 0.6 - 1.0 wag A1
Cronbach’s alpha N nYaA1AIY WY
0.8107

Foyaugu ldud o1y () iwa
thwin (nn.) dauga () uaediisnanis (BM,
Body Mass Index)

mafusIuswdoya

1. ndngldeAnidennguiegi
Afnaautinssnuinueinisdadiuagdn
90N {ITYALLTINUNGUAIDE19 & 91U
nMearninUn ﬂzjmmunﬂmﬁuﬁm@
Tsanenunaunsiied etuaslasinisise
Fnquszasd Usslemifiazldiuannisine
aRuUnBuReUNsANYIMAARs AKaensy
Taa1338 N1sUUAdvedUis vl
INITIVY mﬂﬁ?uuamaﬂmi‘ﬁayjaﬁm%’u
pranansnientiosurenudseiioy
AnTy wuamenistlostuannudeduvas
nsinw wmsnislunisauainuiglae
wWininAIEse Wy nsasUdnwunmdly
ﬂizﬁﬁmmiquma ATIUSURAYDURD
aldsnelunisdnuiitenaintu nsusnian
N33V mﬂﬁ?u%’[,ﬁ;jﬂmmmaﬁa
FouansnrruBusouid1saunisanen
MsAnuinunnsiusesssusssunsidely
wywdlsanerurauasied Jandaide sl
nUeLaY 054/62 way 006/64

2. dnmeamirdagvinn1sideay
FnUsy A n339919018 seulyninsenis
Fhaden1anten e datmng a1
Lquma%ﬂmﬁmmzamlﬁﬁuéﬂw Juin
doyaasluiyszidousiunigaindnda

1S9Ng1UIaUASHIA wasdnsua

MFESSINYIVAUATIA b&oe UT ob 2UUN o

194



The effects of neuromuscular electrical stimulation on abdominal muscles in patients

with lumbar spondylosis

men e sauvednmneaniiofnw
Aoile

3. Aeulinisshwimenienindivn
Tuafausn dnnrenmtn azUsediu (n)
szaumuiulane, (@) walunsandu 5
a%s, (A) ODI score #ae wuvEBUANL
Oswestry Disability Index (ODI) Ju#in
doyaadlunuutuiindeyan1snsiauseidiy
warlvinisdnwinianignimdndalugiae
m:@ﬂé’wé’dmmmnﬁam wazluuTurnNg
ASANYINARDY

4. Qﬂwﬁ‘L“ﬁﬁ"mmﬁﬂmwmam%
1§%unns¥nwInIenien mUUn wuus LR
mauHunInTingd uagldfunisnszdu
szuudszamndnuiiosaenszualalin
Whanduiontvies Wunan 10 wdl vh
n1snaaetegatesdunvias 2 ase lu
svagaliliiu 5 §Un19 wiseausTAUAIY
Futnanaandednemi 2 azuuuy

5. wgriin13inyl axdagUaeln
Houaane agluviuauneiiviousedfsyy
warldfianiia 2 419 deunisnsedulwiliile
anAULIvUIN wagnIEAUITUUUITA
nésiofenszualiilnads aeamaaey
910154 Aufy vSnaRinilifiazrinag
$hwn TauazeInRnteuauiieziia
wiunszAulniliazo1n asivdeunIy
Seufesvasuiunseauliinlilvivanesn
mmaaﬂmﬁwmé’mﬁaﬁﬁmaqéﬂm hay
seninanisilanseualdin azaeuay
Anudanaunilannfsszduanuidnvein
nsuamneseauldivune Tuameglnnng
SnwtinnIen1nUI TR A UNINBINITAU
wAUTEU UTIMRINTY LazaEngAnIsinw)

WievfuluBsudanszduuagdundanis
nzdu wioumhAwazeauIIuTiUAsy
nisnsgdu leiadadunisinueaiin
n1gamiitnlgasunIuAINIaAnAnUN
LarnsIadevanmAmTadnads mnny
E)’]ﬂﬁiﬁﬂ‘ﬂﬂa%ﬂﬁﬂﬁ@LLaL‘f‘jaﬂ(;fu %N
9IN157ULTIE AT N UM oling
Shnilnzausoly ﬁ”’ﬁﬁﬂwﬁ%w%‘iumi
UsnLaNN1ITINNUITElaRaeaLIan

6. uUnnenMUIURITUTTIEUSEAU
anuduvngUag wduaSIAUNTE YN
nmanmUdasNiunMsnseRussuulsTam
néutlesenszualiiihusnanduilontn
vioa luusarads uazezUsvidu nanlunis

angu 5 A39 way ODI score #MAINITINEN

q

v
[ v

asagaving Tufinendildaslunuuduiin
nmsiaTeideya
Aasgvideyamelusunsy SPSS for
Windows version 17.0 (SPSS Inc., Chicago,
IL, USA) asaaaeuanududulasunfione
Shaprio-Wilk  test afiALyswssasunazly
Aladey druideauuninigiu Tsegiu
interquartile  range  (IQR) wariosas
Wisuiisunaneau - vasnsinw Tagldana
dependent t-test @ususanUs Lalunis
andu s afiusr ODI score  wavadh
Wilcoxon signed-rank test @1%3U s¥AUAIL
Futhn fnmgaeainudeiu 95% (95%
confidence  interval) ¥a4n1siUAuLUaY
Usziflunsiasuuasiifinuamisnadn
(clinical meaningful improvement) fee
9afa (cut-off  point)” Ao sEAUAIY
Futan desdidivdsuuvastusi wie MIC

(minimum important change) AU 2

Journal of Nakornping Hospital 2021 Vol.12 No.1

195



HAUDINIINTEAUTEULUSEAmINA U lamenseualnii (NMES) Ushanauilontivios

Tugthelsanszgndundsdiuenden

n30 MIC% (%improvement from
baseline) iU 30% @3 ODI score 14
Wnaudt MIC waz MIC% windu 10 uay 30%
(n) nsdl

AINEIRU AU effect  size

dependent t-test (ES) 21ngns Eta
squared = Y/ +n-1( = sample
size) Useifiuvunnves effect size 0.01 =
Y9e, 0.06 = Uunang, 0.14 =0 (3)
N3l Wilcoxon signed-rank test, ES =
Z/(zn)l/Z

quInvad effect size 0.1 = Uay, 0.3 = U1u

(19 n = sample size) Usziiiu

Excluded: (n = 2)
- Decline to receive

Rx 2 times/wk (n=2)

nae, 0.5 =110 AwAsiERAuSuWLS
sersnUsnIuazn1siUasuLUas fou —
WHINIISNET AI8EDA Pearson correlation
coefficient Wag Spearman  correlation
coefficient wasAIUILTIIAI UL T BT U
95%" Usuiluaruduiudidu 3 sedu fe
0.10 - 0.29 fANuduiuse, 0.30 - 0.49 i
ANNANTUSUILNATS WA 0.50 — 1.00 'l

v o ¢ 31
ﬂ')’]llallW‘anﬂ

Lumbar spondylosis
Total recruited

pt. consulted to PT .
(n=32)

department (n = 34)
score

Pre-intervention
assessment

—
FPAS, 55TST, ODI

|-

Traditional physical

Post-intervention
therapy with NMES: 2 Total complete
assessment
wisitAwk, 10 visit/until |+ >
FPAS, 5-time sit-to-

intervention

(n=32)

FPAS < 2
stand, ODI score

(assess FPAS everyday)

Figure 1 Number of patients excluded and included into intervention and analysis, and reasons for not coming to gathering sessions.

Nan1sANE
Qﬂaauaﬂﬁlﬁ%’umﬁﬁ%éfﬂm

LL‘W‘VI5'51Lﬁuisﬂﬂix@ﬂé’wﬁﬂﬁamauﬁau

wazdlIny) MunEnmMdITn NgUaLLIY

nssuituy lsanenuiauasied seninadud 1

o A

fuAn 2562 89 Fuil 15 nuawus 2564

41U 34 au UNfAneNd1UIY 2 AU

Wasanldaiunsaunsunissnwedgnatios 2

val o

ASYAUA BTN UNUANITARLEDN 31UIU

U

32 AU WALVNAY BUEDNLTITIUANTANY]

q

¥
= '

(5U7 1) Toyaiiugiuveingudiietiauandly

U <A q

1l

m15197 1 wudrdaudsengldiduldeund

warseauAuduUIdy ordinal scale 34
wanaAnsisegy wa IQR ananadaslasunis
[ [} @ v ] 1
Snwrauszauaudulin guiediulng
L‘flumﬂmﬁq mqﬁagm 61.0 (IQR 15) U,
uwmtiniafiy 63.7 (SD 13.80), diuguade
1.57 4. (SD 0.09),
(53.1%), lasun1ssnwiade 7.1 (SD 1.75)

drulngiin1izeu

A3y, d5ugIU FPAS 5.0 (IQR 2), ANy
ununsaslunisimthndiulngeglusedu

JULLTS (46.9%)

MFESSINYIVAUATIA b&oe UT ob 2UUN o

196



The effects of neuromuscular electrical stimulation on abdominal muscles in patients

with lumbar spondylosis

Table 1: Baseline characteristics of the participants (n = 32)

Variables Mean (SD)’ n (%)

Sex; female 21 (65.6)

Age (years) 61.0 (15)°

Weight (kg.) 63.7 (13.80)

Height (m) 1.57 (0.09)

Body Mass Index (BMI); Underweight (bmi < 18.50) 1(3.1)
Healthy weight (bmi 18.50-22.99) 6(18.8)
Overweight (bmi 23.00-24.99) 8 (25.0)
Obese (bmi > 25.00) 17 (53.1)

Number of treatment (visits) 7.1(1.75)

Face pain assessment scale (FPAS) (0 - 10) 50 (2)

Oswestry Disability Index (ODI); minimal disability (0 - 20%) 1(3.1)
moderate disability (21% - 40%) 13 (40.6)
severe disability (41% - 60%) 15 (46.9)
housebound (61% - 80%) 3(9.4)
bedbound (81% - 100%) 0(0.0)

°mean (standard deviation), otherwise specified, "non-normal distribution or ordinal scale; median (interquartile range)

Table 2: Comparison of FPAS pain, 5-time sit to stand, ODI scores pre- and post-

treatment (n = 32)

. Mean (SD) Mean difference % improvement:
Variable p-value ES
Pre Post (95% CI) Mean (95% Cl)
FPAS® (0-10) 5(2,4-8) 2(0,1-2) 3(2,2-7) 63.3 (63.5, 69.6) <0.001°  0.685
5STST (s) 11.95(6.70) 8.50 (2.47) 3.46 (1.67, 5.24) 23.6 (18.9, 28.3) <0.001°  0.334
ODI (0-100) 43.5(11.89) 13.3(8.04) 30.2 (25.84,34.50) 68.6 (62.21, 74.89) <0.001°  0.867

% improvement: percentage of improvement from baseline (pre-intervention), ES = Effect Size; Eta squared for
dependent t-test and r for Wilcoxon signed-rank test, NRS= Numerical Rating Scale for pain, 5STST = 5-time sit
to stand test, ODI = Oswestry Disability Index

*median (Interquartile range, minimum-maximum), bWilcoxon signed ranks test, Cclepencler\t t-test

MsTsuiiouna Aoy —  1aINIS Aranadegalited1Agyniaia (p<0.001)

fnwrnenmindaLuusAnsIfuis
nszfusrvuvszainndiuidedie
ﬂﬁzLLaIWﬁm%muﬂé’mLﬁawﬁwﬁaﬂuﬁﬂw
Iiﬂﬂszgﬂé’umé’qdaul,ml,?iau fudED
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rank test  (A15797 2) WU SERUA9IL
\§utan ODI score atlun1saniiu 5 ada &

A1 lower bound aetIaALLTRITY 95%
vo3n15UAsundatuazdosaznig
WABULUAIINAIFIU VB eTERUAITY
WBuaa (2 uay 63.5%) uay ODI  score
(25.84, 62.21%) LANWINNTIAIAAA MIC
hae MIC% Lasuunues effect size U84
miLﬂﬁauLLUaanﬂﬁaLLﬂﬁﬁsumﬂmﬂ
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Table 3: Bivariate Pearson’s correlation coefficient (otherwise specified) (95%Cl) (n = 32)

Agea Weight Height BMI Differer:ce Differenace
FPAS 5STST
Weight -0.238
(-0.542, 0.121)
Height -0.123 0.666**
(-0.452, 0.236) (0.413, 0.823)
BMI -0.124 0.850** 0.180
(-0.453, 0.234) (0.712, 0.925) (-0.180, 0.498)
Difference FPAS® 0.088 0.045 0.022 0.106
(-0.269, 0.424) (-0.308, 0.388) (-0.329, 0.368) (-0.252, 0.438)
Difference 55TST" -0.109 0.260 -0.003 0.375% 0.194
(-0.441, 0.249) (-0.097, 0.558) (-0.351, 0.346) (0.030, 0.640) (-0.166, 0.508)
Difference ODI -0.181 -0.304 -0.114 -0.315 0.384* -0.123
(-0.498, 0.179) (-0.590, 0.050) (-0.445, 0.244) (-0.598 0.037) (0.041, 0.646) (-0.452, 0.236

*Significant at P < 0.05. *Spearman’s correlation coefficient

BMI = Body Mass Index, Diff NRS = pre-/post-intervention difference of Numerical Rating Scale for pain,

Diff 5STST = pre-/post-intervention difference of 5-time sit to stand test, Diff ODI = pre-/post-intervention

difference of Oswestry Disability Index
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